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have no relation to the social conditions which prevailed in England
in the latter part of the nineteenth and the early years of the twen-
tieth century; and I was too youthfully pugnacious to convince
myself that submission to the forces of evil could be justified as an
ethical principle. It seemed to me probable that when a spon-
taneous moral indignation prompted a man to try to resist and
dethrone evil, both in himself and in the world, he could best
justify his conduct to his own conscience.
I was aware, of course, that it was possible to give to the in-
junction not to resist evil an altogether different interpretation from
that above indicated. There was the possibility that it might mean
that a man should be careful lest the evil that he was moved to
resist in others—the evil of avarice, pride, and passion—should be
also a part of his own nature. But Jesus did not appear to me to
be a consistent witness to his own teaching, for, although he never
sought to resist injury to his own person, whenever the principles
of his message were assailed, he struck back at the aggressors with
an instant and savage precision. I was therefore convinced that
evil should be resisted; that while the devil would never voluntarily
abdicate, nor be prayed out of death-fostering slums and drinking
dens, he could be swept and swilled out of them by the righteous
anger of an offended people.
These comments are not intended to be even a summary of my
reaction to the personality and teaching of Jesus, but I cannot
leave the subject without making it clear that I never regarded him
as a forerunner of the Socialist philosophy which had so decisively
influenced my own life. To assume, as many of my friends did
assume, that because Jesus told the young man who had great
possessions to sell all that he had in order to give the proceeds to
the poor, he was therefore a Socialist was, as I believed, altogether
speculative and inadvisable. As a Socialist advocate I would
gladly have assisted my propaganda with the prestige of his name,
could I honestly have done so. But the teachings of Jesus appeared
to me to be different from the principles of Socialism which we were
then advocating.
Socialism aims to deal with the immediate, practical, and often
temporary needs of communities, with the technical questions of
government, of banking, currency, taxation, and tariffs, with the
changing issues of the production and distribution of material
goods, and with the highly complex details of administrative
efficiency. Jesus, on the other hand, was altogether unconcerned

